THE BOOK AND ITS AUTHOR                 ad
Historiens des Croisades (1866) still clung to the old opinion
and called the work Tudebodus abbreviates,* they were in the
minority. Von Sybel's conclusions won general acceptance,
and were fully borne out by Hagenmeyer's critical edition
of the text, which was published in 1890.
Besly's argument for the priority of Tudebod rested
mainly on certain passages in which Tudebod speaks of
himself as an eyewitness, and as a writer, gives his name,
and mentions his brother,2 who died on the Crusade.
These passages are not found in the Gesta, and Besly
accused the anonymous author of deliberately suppressing
them. Von Sybel's counter-argument, which is well
summarized by Hagenmeyer, showed that the passages in
question were interpolations, and urged the priority of the
Anonymous on four main grounds: (i) he uses the first
person throughout: Tudebod uses both the first and the
third person; (ii) the Anonymous was a soldier, and writes
consistently in this character : Tudebod was a priest, and
writes sometimes as an ecclesiastic, sometimes, following the
Anonymous, as a layman; (iii) Tudebod's additions to the
Gesta are anecdotic and personal, and could be easily inter-
polated, while his omissions of passages which occur in the
Gesta are awkward and clumsy and interfere with the text;
(iv) Tudebod has used not only the Gesta, but the work
of Raymond of Agiles, whereas the Anonymous has not
incorporated a single passage from Raymond, though
Hagenmeyer believes that both Raymond and his contem-
porary Fulcher of Chartres have borrowed from the Gesta.
The Gesta Francwum, then, the short, simply written
record of an unknown soldier-pilgrim, is now recognized as
one of the main sources from which the medieval historians
1  Hist. occ. iii. 121 seq.
2  Or brothers.   Cf. Hagenmeyer, G. F. c. xxiii, note 9; c. xxx,
note 32.  Cf. notes, c. xxiii, 9; xxx. 62.